Introduction

1
In this paper, I describe a special coordinating construction in San Ildefonso Tultepec (SI) Otomi, a Mesoamerican language from the Otomanguean stock spoken in Central Mexico. An instance of this construction is given in (1) Here we have two actor participants, John and Peter, which are grammatically encoded in two separate NPs in the clause. The NP encoding John is topical and is placed before the verb while the one encoding Peter occurs after the verb and is not topical. The verb agrees with a dual subject by means of the enclitic =wZP , suggesting that at some underlying level these two NPs form a conjoined structure similar to the surface structure of English in example (2):
(2)
John and Peter had a meal 1 I want to thank the following people for helping me understand this complex phenomenon: Alejandra Capistrán; Alexandra Aikhenvald; Guilles Polian; Judith Aissen; Michael Knapp; Pamela Munro; Roberto Zavala; Thomas Smith; Valentín Peralta; Verónica Vázquez; and especially to Paulette Levy who also gave me clues about how to approach it. I am also grateful to Dan Stauffer for proof-reading the text. In the orthographic representation of Otomi, the deviations from the IPA are the following: ' / /; f /p h /; j /k h /; y /j/; x / /; c /t /; ñ / /; r / /; R /r/; a /a/; C / /; Q / /; q / /; Y / /. Umlaut indicates nasalization (i.e. ä /ã/; ü / /, etc.). Otomi has three tones: ascending vM ; high vP ; and low (not represented). Abbreviations: = clitic; <> non-concatenative morpheme; . absence of morpheme boundary; B bound form; DAT dative; DEF definite; DEM demonstrative; DU dual; EX exclusive; F free form; IMP impersonal; IN inclusive; IND indefinite; IRR irrealis; LOC locative; M middle voice; NEG negative; NPS non-present stem; OBJ object; OBV obviative; P particle; PL plural; POSS possessive; PRG progressive; PRS present; PST past; PURP purposive; QUOT quotative; REC reciprocal; REL relative; S suffixal form; SEQ sequential; SG singular; TAM tense/aspect/mood. Nevertheless, given that the conjuncts involved in the Otomi example in (1) appear in different positions in the clause, I call this coordinating construction the "Split Coordination Construction" (SCC), (following Bruening 2004) .
The SCC is used in Otomi to express a comitative event. The semantic role of Peter in the Otomi example is similar to the one played by Peter in (3) in English:
John had a meal with Peter
In a comitative event, two or more actors are portrayed as performing an action simultaneously, but they receive a different grammatical encoding, which reflects an asymmetry in conceptual and discourse prominence. In this asymmetry, the comitative participant is the least prominent actor, while the most prominent one is commonly topical. As in Stolz (2001) , I call this prominent actor the "focal participant", while the comitative is called the "associate participant". In my analysis of the Otomi structure in (1), I take the role of Peter in the second NP as a prototypical comitative for three reasons: (a) it is a less prominent actor than John; (b) by virtue of the structural split, this NP is encoded in a different fashion than the NP expressing John; and (3) the structure has semantic implicatures of simultaneity typical of comitative structures; that is, in both (1) and (3), John and Peter have a meal at the same time, in the same place, and together, whereas these implicatures are not necessarily present in (2).
Apart from expressing a typical comitative event, the SCC is also used to express asymmetrical reciprocal events, as shown in (4) SCCs of the type illustrated in (1) and (4) occur cross-linguistically. A similar construction is found in Passamaquoddy (Bruening 2004) , shown in (5a). It is also found in verb coded coordination constructions when one of the conjuncts is placed in a preverbal topical position, for example in (6a) in Hausa: (5) Passamaquoddy (Algonquian), (Bruening 2004 An important difference arises, however, when one compares these constructions in more depth. Both Passamaquoddy and Hausa have alternative normal coordination structures which result with a plural NP without changing the plural morphology on the verb. This is shown in (5b) and (6b), respectively. Otomi is different in this respect. In Otomi, the comitative NP is an argument of the verb which is always encoded in a split. This is shown in (7) which is an example with an obligatory elliptical reading that evinces that the construction in (1) has an obligatory split. Little pro stands here for a covert comitative NP whose reference is recoverable from context:
[noM =r MaP ria 'neM =r ToP ño] mZP =ñöP =wZP pro DEF.SG=SG Mary and=SG Tony 3.IMP=talk=DU a) 'Mary and Tony were talking with him'. b) *'Mary and Tony were talking to each other'.
If the reading in (7b) is wanted, the construction in (8), which is not an instance of the SCC, must be used. Notice the absence of dual morphology on the verb:
MaP ria 'neM =r ToP ño] mZP =ñöP DEF.SG=SG Mary and=SG Tony 3.IMP=talk 'Mary and Tony were talking to each other'.
Otomi is a null-subject or pro-drop language. Topical subjects are most commonly not overtly expressed. As a consequence of this, the focal participants in most textual instances of the construction are elided NP subjects, as in (9a), which shows two instances of the construction. In contrast, the comitative NP functions as an antitopic; that is, it often bears new information, and because of this it is commonly overtly stated, as in (9a), were we have two explicit NPs. But once it is established in discourse, it may not be mentioned, as shown in (9b): ii. *'He got him out up to the edge of the water, and they talked'.
(T&B: 185-86)
As a direct consequence of this grammatical property, the SCC is often instantiated in natural discourse by the verbal predicate only, as in (9b). This makes it rather difficult to identify at first glance because the verb gives the false impression that it is a predicate with a dual NP subject, much in the fashion of the normal coordinating constructions in (5b) and (6b) in Passamaquoddy and Hausa. Under this false impression, (9b) would translate as (ii) when it really doesn't.
In this paper, I propose that the SCC in Otomi emerged as a specialized comitative construction when the number morphology involved in it underwent a heavy restructuring in other realms of the grammar, more particularly, as dual morphology became a nearly extinct inflectional category outside the construction.
Plural and Dual in San Ildefonso Otomi
Subject agreement in SI Otomi is encoded in the verb by means of complex paradigms of verbal proclitics which also encode tense/aspect/mood (TAM). A few such paradigms are shown in (10):
Example (11a) below illustrates the use of the past tense proclitics daP and bi, encoding 1 st and 3 rd person subject, respectively. When only the proclitics in (10) are used, the grammatical number of the subject is interpreted as singular by default. If cross-reference of a non-singular subject is needed, number enclitics must be used as, for example, in (7): (11) The distribution of the number enclitics in (12) may be compared with the one these enclitics have in the SCC, which is shown in (13) The first relevant difference between the functional distribution in (12) and (13) is that outside the SCC, number enclitics cannot be used for a 3 rd person subject, as indicated by the ungrammaticality of (14): (14) *ma=da=k'öng-Ø=wZP /=hYP PRG=3.IRR=go.and.see.S-3OBJ=DU /=PL Intended meaning: 'They will go and see it'.
With a 3 rd person, the interpretation of a singular or a plural subject is contextbounded, as shown in (15): (15) ma=da=k'ön-Ø-i PRG=3.IRR=go.and.see-3OBJ-F 'He/she/they will go and see it'.
In contrast, inside the SCC, the marking of a non-singular 3 rd person is not only possible, but obligatory: As may be seen in (12), plural is a very productive inflectional category while dual is highly restricted: (a) dual cannot express the dual of an object; (b) it is not used with intransitive verbs; and (c) it is not found outside the realm of verbal morphology with pronouns or possessors.
Outside the SCC, plural is the default exponence of non-singular number. In other words, it indicates plural reference proper ("more than two"), as in (17a), as well as dual reference proper ("two"), as in (17b) This picture inverts itself when we look inside the SCC, where dual is default and plural is restricted. For instance, plural can be used when the comitative NP refers to a multiplicity of individuals: not two, three or four, but many. In this sense, plural is an exponence of plural of abundance within the construction, as in (18) 
Other characteristics of the SCC
In the previous section, I have shown a number of morphological features of the construction. The construction has other characteristics, for example, the verbs used in it. Transitive verbs are not allowed in the construction, as seen by the impossibility of (21): The impossibility of using inactive verbs in the SCC suggests that the frame only allows verbs that semantically denote actions which can be performed by actors, so that other co-actors can be involved. In other words, the construction is relegated to the expression of prototypical instances of comitative events. Interestingly, the SCC in Passamaquoddy is likewise restricted to intransitive verbs, but in this language both agentive and non-agentive verbs are used. Compare (5a) with the use of the stative verb apolahsatpih 'be bald' in (23): (23) [Susehp] apolahsatpih-ik [Piyel-ol] Susehp be.bald-3PL Piyel-OBV 'Susehp and Piyel are bald'.
The fact that (23) is a well-formed structure reveals another important difference between Passamaquoddy and Otomi. The SCC in Passamaquoddy is a coordination structure which plays around the topicality of one of the conjuncts. In other words, it is not a dedicated comitative structure like the one in Otomi.
Otomi can encode a comitative participant by means of an oblique phrase with the preposition koP , a borrowing from Spanish con 'with'. Borrowing this alternative encoding proved convenient with verbs that weren't allowed in the native structure, such as transitive verbs and non-agentive intransitive verbs: Dual is used in (25b) because the two armies are conceptualized as two wholes, rather than constituted of a multiplicity of individuals.
3.1
The two NPs in the SCC Topical subjects in SI Otomi precede the verb. Non-topical subjects of intransitive verbs may follow the verb as VS as in (25a). This word order possibility contrasts with the one found in the SCC. When the topical NP is overtly expressed, it must always precede the verb, suggesting that the construction has an obligatory topical subject slot that must be filled. With this in mind, compare example (25b) with the ungrammaticality of (26) In the neutral word order, the comitative NP in the SCC is placed after the verb. SI Otomi being an SVO language, this NP behaves like a regular complement in this respect. For instance, adjuncts cannot occur between the verb and its complements, as shown in (27a) The comitative NP is, nonetheless, a fully independent constituent, which can be questioned, as in (28a) or relativized, as in (28b): (28) 
4.
The emergence of the SCC In the previous sections we have seen a number of important characteristics of the SCC construction: (a) it has an obligatory split; (b) the topical position of the NP encoding the focal participant is obligatory; and (c) the number morphology in the construction has a particular distribution. These characteristics serve to define this coordination construction in Otomi as a specialized structure dedicated to the expression of a comitative event.
In this section, I advance a possible account for the way this construction may have emerged in SI Otomi. All Otomi languages have a construction similar to the one in SI Otomi, e.g. it may be seen in Sierra Otomi (Voigtlander and Echegoyen 1985) ; in Santiago Mexquititlán Otomi (Hekking 1995) ; etc. Nevertheless, as the construction has not been properly identified yet, it remains to be seen to what extent the similarities apply. Old Otomi had a flexible VOS word order. This may be seen, for instance, in some elicited examples in Cárceres (1580/1907) and in textual examples from the Huichapan Codex of the XVI th century (Ecker 2001 ). This VOS order is still present in conservative dialects like Sierra Otomi (Voigtlander and Echegoyen 1985) , but S may fluctuate in a topical preverbal position. From a normal coordinating structure like the one schematized in (28a) with a normal VS word order, the language developed a coordinating construction with a split, sketched in (28b). This happened by virtue of placing the one NP in the conjoined structure that was more topical in a preverbal position:
Normal Coordination
Split Coordination (28) At this stage, the emergent structure in (28b) may have been similar to the one found in Passamaquoddy, as described in Bruening (2004) . In other words, it was a coordinating structure that played around the topicality of one of the conjuncts. This emergent construction served well as a conveyer of the semantics of a comitative event because it profiled one actor and placed the other co-actor in the background. As such, it later became frozen as a dedicated comitative structure in SI Otomi when both the split and the topical preverbal position of the focal participant became obligatory.
The SCC emerged as a structural island in the grammar of SI Otomi as dual morphology became less productive elsewhere in the system. Dual is a very productive inflectional category in other Otomi languages, especially in the ones spoken in The State of Mexico. For example, in Toluca Otomi (Lastra 1989 (Lastra , 1992 , dual has the same functional productivity as plural in SI Otomi. In this respect, Toluca Otomi should be seen as a conservative language preserving the number morphology of historical Otomi. This original number system, extracted and adapted from Cárceres (1580 Cárceres ( /1907 , is given in (29) In SI Otomi, as in other dialects such as Sierra Otomi (Voigtlander and Echegoyen 1985) and Mezquital Otomi (Hess 1968 ) the marking of number was lost in the 3 rd person, as was seen in (12). However, SI Otomi inherited the morphology involved in the original split coordination in (28b) and kept it intact, as was seen in (13), while number morphology underwent restructuring in other realms. When used in the frame, the markers involved, confined to the space of the construction, kept what was probably their original meaning in Otomi: dual marking expressing a duality of two sets regardless of the individuals involved, and plural marking expressing a plurality of abundance. Outside the space of the construction, number morphology was further reanalyzed as an exponence of grammatical number per se. Most crucially, the use of dual number became almost extinct in the grammar outside the frame, being mainly confined to transitive verbs and thus allowing plural morphology to become the default exponence of non-singular number in SI Otomi; a process which also occurred in Mezquital Otomi. The opposite process occurred in the isolated dialect of Ixtenco Otomi (Lastra 1997) , where the old dual morphology was reanalyzed as default exponence of non-singular number.
